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N{AY 1969

Bengal Preparing for
"Peoples Democra"y"

. An Analyst

FVER since 1967 Bengal has been in the news and
u therefore most of those who follow national deve-
lopments are well aware of the major events in the
State. That the Congress suffered a smashing defeat
(from 127 in 1967 to 55 in 1969), that the United
Front of 14 parties have secured a comfortable and
dominating position (from 140 in 1967 to 2I4 in 1969)
in a house of 28O, that the relations between the
partners in the United Front have substantially
changed in favour of the CPI(M) - all these are well
known. What is now sought to be anticipated realisti-
cally is: what is the signiffcance of this new govern-
ment in terms of democracy and freedom and in terms
of. peaceful economic development? We have ex-
perienced United Front governments iu other States
and in Bengal before. Will the present government
be similar to any of these? Or will it be something
different; and if different, how much so and in what
direction? These questions are troubling many minds.

First of all it is necessary to take note of the quali-
tative difference in the political situation between
1967 and 1969.

There was a clear polarisation of opinion between
the UF and the Congress and there was hardly any
rvorthu4rile triar.rgular contest this time. While in 1967
it rvas an anti-Congress mood that predominated, it
was a pro-UF sentiment that prevailed in 1969. The
general public felt that the 1967 government was un-
fairly and prematurely toppled and that it should be
given another chance. After long years of the corrupt
Congress regime 'rve had a goverrrment of ours' but
'they' tricked us out of it. This 'we-they' feeling has
emergecl, a very serious symptom. Whether this is fully
or partly justified is another matter: but it is a political
reality.

Another important difference is the fact that the
UF has a comfortable majority nou' and therefole it
is rnrrc'lr ruort' conffdcnt of itself, particularlv u'lrerr
the onlv political opposition, namel.'-, tlo Oongress
party, is cliscreclitecl and is a small iue{Icctive rnirro-

rity in the Legislative Assembly. This gives to the UF
government a sense of security and its leaders are
making it a point to drive home to the public, to ad-
ministrators and to the police that it is going to stay
for long. This creates among officers as well as intel-
lectuals and other institutional dignitaries an attitude
of 'adjustmenC to the new situation and its rationdli-
sation.

The relationship between the United Front partners
is undergoing a veritable mutation compared to that
of 1967. Then the CPI(M) was considered one of the
threeleading groups - Bangla Congress, CPI(M) and
CPI - in the l4-party spectrum. But noq CPI(M)
is the leading member whose leadership and domi-
nance must be accepted in spite of being irksome.
The CPI(N{) is asserting this position from the very
day the results were known and is mincing no words
about it. The controversy over the choice of the Chief
Minister and the holding of the Home portfolio was
pressed with determination mainly to make it clear to
all others that Ajoy Mukheriee has to be duly cut to
size and that the CPI(M) must have the final voice
in spite of the "equality" of partners in the UF. This
initial political realignment rvithin the UF was con-
sidered very necessary for setting the future pattern.

The future trend in this respect, therefore, is that
the UF is to be transformed into a bundle-core cable
in which CPI(M) is the thick central rvire surround-
ed by thinner satellite wires. Already some of the
other smaller N,Iarxist parties (at least 5) have under-
stood their allotted role, while others are fulminating.
The Forward BIoc, with Subhas traditions still stick-
ing in their conscience, feels upset. So also the Bangla
Congress. But what can they do? The road to October
2, 1967, is sealed already. Some of their old stalwarts
Iike Hemanta Basu are out of the s'ay. A section of
their le:rclers and u'orkers has been u'eaned arvav and
thesc are fighting rvithin their party as agents of the
CPI (M ). The SSP rvhose workers rvere beaten up and
even murdered in 1967 is split similarly. The smaller
N{arxist and semi-Marxist parties are reportedly even
financed, so that they continue to function and help
to create an image of united alliance of many parties.

The relationship between CPI(lr{) and CPI re-
nrains as peculiar as before. Just at a time rvhen the
CI'I leaders were resisting the clemands of the CPI ( N{ )
in ministry-making, its all-India leadcrs mshed frorn
Dcllri to Calcutta (via l\Ioscou' o[ coulsc) ancl pcr'-
strucicci tirerrr to lll.cu Irr [1,.. (j]'l(],1; .lr':;ll:t:l:r. 'l'1r",

u.rcar.rt tlnt u,lrilt: therc u'ere loc'al clifferences. \Irlsc<lu'
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rvantecl to rvelcome the CPI(M) ieaders on the
Iatter's terms. But the relationship between the two
comrnunist parties cannot be compared with that bet-
ween a communist and a non-communist group. The
CPI(M) and the CPI are competing for monopoly
leadership of the communist movement in India.

Thus the CPI(M) is almost successfully emerging
as the dominant centre piece in the UF, step by step
removing the semblances of equality between itself
and other parties.

lVhile it is true that UF policy cannot still be
equated with CPI(M) policy on every issue, in most
cases there is hardly any difference. lvlost of the im-
portant portfolios - Home, Education, Labour, Relief
& Rehabilitation, Land and Land Revenue, Transport
are with it.

The immediate strategy of the UF is to cultivate
class popularity by announcing policies and steps pro-
viding immediate relief to sections of the public,
caring little about their impact on the ffnances of the
State. Some of the government policies and aims were
indeed overdue and even Congress governments had
declared them. But the Congress leaders did not care
to implement thern even rvhen decided upon. How-
ever, there are other policies rvhich if effected now will
not only upset the none-too-comfortable ffnances of
the State; it will bring about a new relation of politi
cal and social forces in the State. I\4ention may be
made of one item. The announced land policy is to
distribute excess land above 25 acres in the possession
of a fantily to those rvho need it. About 4O0,000 acres
are claimed to be in such a category. Non-agricul-
ttrral lancl rvill also not be exempted. The thika tenants
in Calcutta and I{owrah will be given permanent
rights. Ivleanwhile large-scale forcible occupation of
land and fisheries has begun but the police are pro-
hibited from inierfering without permission of the
rninistries concerned. AII communist groups are now
vying with each other in this movement of forcible
occtrpation. Evcu nen' paitl' nrembership enrolment
drive is linked ivith it.

Thtrs a mrlch needed and overdne refom is being
distorted to suit comrnunist power pattern.

As regarcls the aclministration, UF leaders are pro-
moting a kind of realignment. Those in t}le lower and
the middle rungs of the ladder are given full en-
couragement rvhile those at the top are being snubbed
and made to realise that the seniors must adjust them-
selves. The imrnediate rcrnoval of the Inspector
Ceneral of Police is a case in point. There are some
senior aclnrinistratols n'ho are not liked by the leaders
an<I. if thcr, art' not transfc'rrecl, an aclclitional post is
crcirtctl lrr,l rtlrr'!r oi' tlrc st'trior"s s'ork is tlrkcu as'av
flonr hirn ancl allottecl to the additionai officer. In thc
mrttcr of choosinq tlris adclitional officer policies are
1,, i,,- l^,,1i ,,,,,1 ii i,1.., .tr'rLit' rirttll.r .rrid divi.siotr irr
,lrt't,fl'i ('r's r' rl.s tn r'rt'r'rploiicrl lrrtcr. TIris inffltrrr-
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tion rvithin the civil service has been going on both
from below as well as from within the higher eche-
lons. There is a strong belief that party cells operate
quite extensively in the administration both at State
level and at lower levels and these helped actively in
the elections. The BDO and the Sub-divisional officers
and the Provincial Cadre are full of UF and commu-
nist enthusiasts, and the plight of a non-partisan senior
civil servant can be easily imagined.

The police administration has a special significance.
In 1967 UF took up an antagonistic attitude tQwards
it. But in 1969 it did not comrnit that 'mistake'. The
Home Ministry having been taken by the CPI(M), it
applied the same tactics as in the case of the admini-
stration. Those specially favoured are being given
lifts curbing those who are not liked. The method of
transfer is an old policy. The entire realignment and
reorganisation of the police is still being worked out.
A very large number of new persons are soon to be
recruited and one can be sure that most of them will
be nominees of the communists. The lorver ranks of
Constables and Sub-Inspectors and Inspectors are of
course being encouraged. Among the higher ones
"readjustment" to the new situation has begun, they
having realised that the present regime has come to
stay.

The recent spate of communal trouble has given
another chance to the Home Minister to ffnd fault-
with the police and to make drastic changes and trans-
fers. A suspicion of political conspiracy is being
stressed and this will give him an excellent pretext to
operate.

Although gheraoes are not being encouraged on a
large scale, pressures of all kinds are being exerted
both on industrial and in the rural areas and the
police have been strictly asked not to go to the help
of the coerced. If there is a magistrate's order, even
then verbal instructions are reported to have been
given to the police to go slow. On the other hand, the
leaders havc publicly declared often that they rvill be
clearly on the side of rvorkers and peasants. In such
situations the Ministers are directly approached by a
few aggrieved and then the Minister agrees to pur-
suade the workers only when a "compromise" is
arrived at.

It is in these ways that the police is being used or
'non-used' in a situation invol.zing a very vague and
ambiguous phrase "democratic movement".

In 1967 communists had launched a terrorisatiou
carnpaign agirinst SSP, Fonvatd Bloc, PSP and other
rvorkers. But this tirne first sorne Naxalites were beaten
up and latcr camc thc turn of Conglcss and INTUC
u'olll'l's. Pcoplc arc aflrritl to gc ;tltC t'r'lltlrt lo tht:
police. Strc'h inciclents ilre otr tlttr inct'ease ancl scveral

political nrurclers havc takcn placc btrt the press is

uttcl.'r'pluy irrr. iltcrrr at,ti li,cr itlc beirrg tt'eitteii as

(Corttittttt'cl rttt ltrt!('1)



Untouchability - The

,{

Ind A pa rth eid

'i I
4b

ian
Arvind A. Deshpande

"Make no more heroes of God; only elevate the race"!

-Robert Brorvning

must needs defend all the dogmas or prejudices of his
Pitha or else there would be no necessity for the Pitha.
Only a saint, if he also happens to be a religious Head,
can be expected to endeavour to remove the pre-
judices, and discard dogmas. The Adi Shankaracharya
who rvas not only a philosopher-saint but one of our
greatest intellects is supposed to have admitted that
he could not justify the practice of untouchability.

Coming to the subject proper, I think no liberal
Indian or Hindu for that matter rvill deny that the prac-
tice of untouchability is not only sinister but in-
human and immoral. We have all been shocked to ffnd
in our midst a large section of people who being "un-
touchables" have suffered discriminations unthink-
able in any civilised society. That is why, saint after
saint, social reformer after social reformer from Ram
Mohan Roy, Jyotiba Phule to Mahatma Gandhi fought
for the abolition of untouchability. That is why the
Government and our Constitution-makers have passed
all larvs they could to make the Harijans full citizens
and rehabilitate them.

Yet, no sane Indian rvill also deny that the age-old
prejudices still continue. This is because untoucha-
bility is only part of the rvider phenomenon of caste.
As Mr. A. C. Ir4ayer in his book Caste anl. Kinship in
Central Indta nghtlv points out, it "is only a more
severe form of the concept of pollution which runs right
through rihral regulations." Caste is still very much
central to Indian life. It is, as Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan
very often asserts, "the biggest political party in
India". To complicate the matters further, the special
privileges and "reservations" etc., have created a
vestccl interest in backrvardness and have produced a
bittcr reserntment (for economic reasons) among the
so-called Caste Flinclus. Then rve have sub-castes
rvhich are worse ancl more rigid than castes. Even the
so-called "untouchables" sometimes keep their own
hicrarchy. Taya Zinkin once remarked that she nearly
started a riot in Bihar rvhen she tried to make a sweeper
allorv a basket weaver to drarv water from his well.
So it is an extremely complicated process and cannot
be abolished try a fiat or rvished away. It is too late in
tlre dav for the Shankaracharya now to put the clock
llack. Nor cilll orrr progressive \{.P.s remove the pre-

itrdiccs b1' fl."llrnr'',nt talk or gestttres. Such talk only
n'r't.als tlrat they arc con[trsitrq a tcrtrporary victory
rrtt.ir strcet:s. 'i-iri.' js liir.: ,1;i.ii,5 i.,. i',irliiillg i l'-"'-
llittlc's on]r' t1 lo,qe tlte s'ar.

((lntttinrtt'rl r,:r lrogr' 6)

ITHE Shankaracharya of Puri has done it again.
I This time he has raised a controversy over the
subject of untouchability, the Indian apartheid. He
made certain statements in the course of his address
at the Vishrva Hindu Parishad recently held in Patna,
s'hich have created excitement and invited adverse
comments from all sections of public opinion. Per-
sonally, my first reaction is to pay hirn the greatest of
compliments, that is: refuse to take him seriously.

Even so, we must examine his reported statements
on this important subject at least for the sake of those
u'ho have attached so much signiffcance to his opinions.
His Holiness made, according to the press reports, the
follorving logical but amusing staternents:

(o) That the Hindu scriptures sanctioned the
practice of untouchability and that as the Head of a
Pitha upholding and believing in these 'scriptures'he
had to approve of it;

(b) That rvhile as a religious Head he would defend
the practice of untouchability, as a law-abiding citizen
he could not disobey the law passed by the secular
parliament;

(c) That just as no one could stop him from serving or
nursing a poor Harijan, so also no government could
stop him from taking a bath after'touching'a Harijan.

To make this appear more Iogical and clever, tl'te
Acharya issued a subsequent statement of clari-ffcation
at Vijayarvada saying that he only wanted to convey
that it is the birthright of every person to practice
discrimination and discrimination could be practised
even betrveen members of the same family not to speak
of group and castes. One wonders if any public prose-
c trtor rvill succeecl in proving against him the charge of
violating tlic Llntouclraliility (Offences ) Act of 1955, in
thc facc of such contradictory ancl arntrsing staternents.

Those rvho think that such deep-rooted and age-old
prejuclices can be removed by passing appropriate
lau's or by sencling Heads of Pithas to iails are only
being naive and deluding themselves. The prejudices
s'ill be ultimately overcome by the forebearance,
tolerance, pride and self-respect of the Harijans or
untotrchablcs themsel'r'es.

Onc r.norc point shoulcl be rnacle clear here. It r,r'orrlcl
be a mistake to suppose that the Ilead of a N4utt
clr a Pitht rnust also be a sair.rt. Onc shoulcl ccrtainly
fecl hrrrt or shoekcd if a saitrt rnacle tr statenrent in
lirvorrr of trntorrclulrilitt'. lJrrt onc sir<lrrltl lot lt'r'i
slrocketl iI tlicr IJcad of a rcligious orclcr or litlra mrr<lc
snclr rr strrtcrncrrt. Tn frct r Pitliecllripatlii or Hcrrd
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normal local affairs. In Durgapur the officers in the
Hindusthan Steel are being daily assaulted at homes
and on roads, as they belong to the "enemy class", but
the police is taking no notice of it.

The old slogan of "conspiracy" against the UF
government is now being increasingly raised and the
public is asked to "watch the enemies of the UF.
The Home Minister has asked the police to give him
reports of activities of "enemies of the UF" and tlle
police has naturally to satisfy him by manufacturing
or exaggerating reports. There are many careerist
officers who would obviously like to please the boss.

Trvo major policies remain to be mentioned rvhile
dealing rvith the aims and policies of tlre UF govern-
ment. One is the aim of rveakening the Centre. The
Dharma Vira episode, the Durgapur firing incident
followed by that at the Kashipur Gun Shell Factory
have been high-lighted by UF leaders mainly in order
to rveaken the authority and moral and political prestige
of the Centre. It is a kind of cold rvar against the Centre
and preparing the mind of the people against it, so
that the UF regime can feel free to do anything it
likes if the Centre gives in; and if the latter resisted,
the slogan of conspiracy and domination would be
raised,

The logic of such a policy rvould take the UF to the
other inevitable step - of building up a passionate
climate of Bengali paranoic psychology . against the
Centre. Once these two trends get linked up and fused
into one another - there is substantial historical and
emotional background for this - the stage will be
ready for a more catastrophic development. Seeds of
such policy indications can be discerned if we care-
fully study the ideological discussion among various
communist groups.

Although on the surface it appears that there are
three communist parties ffghting against each other,
a closer look rvould reveal that basically their diffe-
rences are not fundamental with regard to their
essential political aim. Wc' shall not go into intricacies
of tl-reir cliffcrences here but shall only summarise their
position.

While the Naxalite takes a clear Chinese position
and stands for promoting violent struggle here and
norv, the CPI(M) is very emphatic that India is a big-
bourgeois-landlord State and there can be no compro-
mise u'ith it and it has to be overthrog'n. But the time
for it is not ripc, as the party ancl its base is not vet
strong enorrgl-r. Thc CPI(N,I)'s participation in thc
elcctoral process has been on the clear understanding
that it "cannot but look upon tlre proccss of clcctions
an<l the irrstitrrtior.rs of elected leqislatures in capitalist
s()(i('li(.i iti trrrtl'iirr.l i;iil tlr,' iirsirii,itiiit.r ,'l ,l,tts
stlrrgglc., rrr;ilring but {iolcls of blttlc iu *'liich thc
orqanizcrl rrorl<irrg rllrss rnobilizcs rtntl rirtgntrizls lll
.j. uii,rirs 'rl li;. ,r ut r\1115 [rtrlri. ltj.tlllsl l;,. trutlt].rlistr:

I
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and its allies." No quarter will be given to any politi-
cal or tactical line that would create the illusion among
the people that the exploiting classes will allow them-
selves to be 'peacefully overthrown" if only the work-
ing class and its allies "play the parliamentary game".
The CPI(M) makes it quite clear that even substan-
tial relief cannot be granted to the people through the
Ministries and that the UF government is to be treated
as the instrument of struggle in the hands of the
people.

The CPI's position is not very different either. "The
CPI certainly does not believe in the exclusive efficacy
of legislation or governmental power".

Thus it is more a question of emphasis and timing.
The aim of all communists is to establish "Peoples

Democracg" of the Eastern Europe type and none of
them believes that this can be done by the normal
parliamentary process.

But the CPI ( M ) has one major difference with the
CPI and that is as to whether to attempt to take India
as a whole or to take it in parts. It does not believe
India to be a single nation but a "multi-national union
of India" and therefore "the ministries in Kerala and
West Bengal should take the lead to formulate the
problems of Centre-State relations concretely and
rally all the forces in defence of democracy, of the
rights of all the nationalities and peoples". Perhaps
lr{oscorv still believes tliat India can be had as a whole;
CPI(M) thinks it to be more realistie to take it by
parts. That again is a matter of tactics.

The CPI(IvI) has made it perfectly clear in its
documents that there can be no question of Centre-
State cooperation (which can only mean class co-
operation). There can at best be a "trttce". This gives
a clear clue to the future pattem of developments.

It is in this context that rve have to interpret the
release of all Naxalite prisoners including those
chargecl u'ith murder and dacoit.v b1' the UF govern-
nrc'nt, el'cn expecting that some of those relca-secl
u'ould rejoin the CPI(M). Th" CPI(N4) is conccn-
trating its maximum efforts in enrolling nerv members
and building up its front organisations on a massive
scale.

In efiect rvhat is taking place in Bengal before our
eyes is the emergence of a State within the State,
rveakenir.rg the lcgitirnate State, neutralising and
paralysing its atrthority, emasculating and terrorising
political opposition and building trp the commr.rnist
rnovemcut both in dcpth ancl extent by taking full
aclvantagc of the rrinistcrial position. All this is being
<lone in frrll rlar'-liqht :tncl ,tntler thc ftrll knorvlcdge
,,l llrr: {lL;,iltrritr'rrl t;l Irrtlii, llilll,it.'IrtilirLlr 1r,ro1lll:.
l f thi.s is rrot srrlrvcrsiorr of tlio Statc itlcoloqicllh',
rroliticrrllr'. psvrlroloqicallv rrrrcl t'r't'tt itt telnts of insti-
tlriitiirs, i (i() lrot kitLrrr uit:Lr t.'.

BENCAL PREPARING FOR'PEOPLES DELIOCRACY" - Cont'cl from page 2



Cermany A nd Europe
A. G.

REYOND a doubt, the most important and complex
t-' of international problems is that of Germany. It
constitutes the core of the Cold War and its dangerous
potentialities far exceed those of any other. Her re-
sources and strategic position enable Germany to
affect the balance of porver in Europe. West Germany
alone is today the world'r third industrial country and
its second trading nation. One can well imagine the
power of a reunited Germany.

For a long time after the last war and while its
aftermath the Cold trVar rvas raging, Germany's politics
hcd assumed a set pattern. The Federal Republic of
Germany was a member of NATO and sought German
reuniffcation through a policy of strength which, it
rvas hoped, would one day lead to the collapse of the
German Democratic Republic, a member of the rival
alliance system, the Warsaw Pact.

This policy rvhich bore the impress of the masterful
personality of Dr. Adenauer has changed signiffcantly.
In a brilliantly written essayo Prof. Karl Kaiser explains
horv and why. He poses four questions: "First, what
changes have occurred in West Germany's policies on
the division of the country, considered in the context
of her foreign policy and of international politics
after lVorld War II? Second, what domestic and
international factors contributed to this evolution?
Third, rvhat problerns and dilemmas are raised by
these developments, both for Germany and the
Western porvers? Finally, what pattems of interaction
bets,een domestic and international politics are
characteristic of Germany, ancl what conclusion rele-
vant to the peace and stability of Europe could be
drarvn from these observationsl'

To an Indian reader certain characteristics of the
study as well as its subject stand out. It deals with a
matter of the utmost national importance with the
utrnost canclour. It is not an apologia for o{Ecial poli-
cies nor a diatribe against them. It is simply a rvork
of high scholarly merit written in a befittingly calm
a-nd composed style. I doubt if Prof, Kaiser will accept
the compliment of courage. Simple honesty is not
courage, he rvill retort. I cannot think of any essay of
comparable distinction on India's foreign policy. If it
rvere to be as candid and intellectuallv honest as
Prof. Kaiser's essay it rvould be acclaimed as a
corrrageous u,ork. And rightly so.

Altout thc subjcct. Bonn lras clarccl to changc. It
shook ofi an immobilisme that had gripped its policics
anrl it altercrl the stvle ancl the substance of its exterrral
r',,li,,ics irr siorrifir,ltrt respects. This changr- .l'as marlc
llossible. rathcl inct'itablc, b1' thc clcbatc rvithin tlro

Noorani

Republic. Those who sneer at the democratic practice
of Bonn rvill clo rvell to reflect on the debate on foreign
policy s'ithin the Federal Republic. Prof. Kaiser,pro-
vides the reader with fair glimpses of that debate.

"The hvo German states are not regimes that created
foreign policies, but foreign policies that created
political regimes. Both emerged in a specific inter-
national constellation that deeply affected their politi-
cal systems, constitutions and ideologies, their party
systems and internal political divisions" writes the
author. The link between their external and internal
policies is unusually close.

A stage was reached when Bonn realised that it was
the last believer in the Achesonian doctrine of nego-
tiation from "positions of strength". It altered its
sights and made changes designed for a more effective
policy in the climate of the detente. But the necessity
for change made the Great Coalition an imperative
rvhich in turn enabled more departures from the past.

The change was refected most in the ffrst major
policy statement by Chancellor Kiesinger before the
Bundestag on December 13, 1966 but some of its
features were evident also in the policies of Foreign
lvlinister Schroder before the Great Coalition. The
latter gave it form and content as it alone could have.

Prof. Kaiser succinctly sums up the changes under
six simpliffed 'major tenets". First, in place of the eli-
mination of Communist rule in East Germany, by
popular revolt or electoral verdict, West German effort
*'as to be directed to "the preservation of the nation's
common heritage and the improvement of political
conditions in East Germany". Secondly, the right to
be the sole legal representative of the German people
was modiffed by the establishment of diplomatic rela-
tions with Rumania. Thirdly, as a corollary, the
Hallstein doctrine was modified in regard to relations
rvith the countries of Eastern Europe. Rumania and
Yugoslavia rvcrt' the tu'o countries of the region with
rvhom West Germany \vils able to forge diplomatic
links. Fourthly, instead of ostracizing it, as before, a
"live and let live" attitude was developed even to
the point of assuring the East German regime that
its overthrow was not a West German obiective.
Fifthly, the Great Coalition has formally denounced
thc Munich aglecment rrnd rvhile it has not changed
tlre former stancl on the Ocler-Neisse line it has "shown
signs <lf conrpromise". Lastly, and the core of the
change, wirile fon.ncrly Gcrn.ranl' rcunification was a
condition prt'ct:clc'r'rt to a rclaxation of tensions "it is
norv ltclcl b), thc ncrv GcLrnali govcnlncnt that unitv
clLtt r.,ri\ c(lllu iri il,. .r,,.,;.,i:.;.'::::'''lt:l "'l:rv'tfi'rtl rtf
tcn:;iolrs" for rylrit lr \\'r'st Cclrlanv ntttst activelv strivc.

Tlrc'rc at'r' lr,rrr'cr-r.r tr'.'o seriorrs Iimitations to the
prrlstrit oi r.irr' (),;1lr,r1i1rii- tlrt' l:,:tlr'r'rtl Iicltrrlr!ic':;
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membership of NATO and its border policy. As its
netvly elected President Herr Gustav Heinemann
remarked, on March 7, membership of NATO could
not be the ffnal goal of German policy, for it was iust
as 'impossible to restore the community of our nation
within NATO as it would be rvithin the Warsaw pact".
He added: "We must be ready in principle to get out
of these block formations". The remarks created quite
a stir but their logic is hard to contest.

Secondly, the Republiis refusal, under domestic
pressure, to accept the Oder-Neisse line makes its
Ostpolitik suspect in Eastern eyes. Dr. Zbigniew
Brzezinski has pointed out that "the very linkage of
the trvo (reunification and frontier revision) tended
to reinforce the East European state in keeping Ger-
many divided." Prof. Kaiser makes an ingenious and
very sensible suggestion - recognition of the Oder-
Neisse line as the frontier of. a reunited Germany. A
conditional recognition which would take efiect only
after progress on reuniffcation. Domestic opposition
and tlie fear of "a wave of right-wing radicalism" stand
in the way of the recognition.

Limited though it is, the new policy has been fairly
successful. It has imparted a degree of mobility to
Bonn's course in Europe, diminished greatly its difie-
rences with its allies and, indeed, shown some results,
witness Rumania and Yugoslavia.

But it lras its dangers no less. "A nerv Ostpolitik that
maintains territorial claims and subtly tries to under-
mine Soviet influence may appear too threatening to
the Russians or to Eastern Europe to be successful,
yet too active not to revive fears in the West of a new
Rapallo. The worst that could happen u'ould be the
increasing isolation of the Federal Republic. This, to-
gether with uncertainty about Germany's future
domestic stability, would significantly weaken the
Western Alliance." It should be added though that
the Coalition has never omitted to stress "the absolute
necessity for the support of (and German co-operation
$'ith) the Westem Allies".

There is no doubt rvhatever but that reunification
is a live passion r,vith the Germans and not a spent
omotion as some in our country imagine. It would be
very shortsighted on the part o[ the U.S. and its partners
in NATO to pursue a detente rvith Russia in a manner
which forecloses all prospect of German reunification.
It rvill only serve to pave the rvay for a Rapallo of
fearfrrl conseqlrences.

It is dc Gatrlle, lrorvevcr, rvho has suggested the
best strategy for dealir-rg rvith the problem; "Thc
Gcrrnan llroblcrn is ir.rclced t/re Etrropean problem",
l-rt-' rcnrnrkecl et a prcss eonferenc:c in Feirrrrarv 1965.
T'lrc irutlror 5^unls ul) ilrr,(lrrrrllic iilt.li irr tlrcst: i.clrirs,
"'I'he divisittu clf Gcrrrt,.tltlr cali llc oycrcrttt'tc orrly lr1'
lr.'rrlirrq llrr'Paltitiorr oI If rrio|r'. rrnrl (lt'rrrltr',,' 1.111 lrlav
e clceisive role in tlris proct'ss."

\\'r'st (1,':llt,ttlr l,... i,' i .t,:l lri'il. . ., r'111., ; it1
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East Germany. Where once the latter sought contacts
with the former only to be snubbed it is Bonn norv
which seeks a modus oioendi with Pankow and
Pankow which rejects the overture by setting im-
possible terms. And without tlle consent of East Ger-
many, more correctly, its principal, Russia, German
reuniffcation is impossible. "Germany's partition is an
essential structural element of the present inter-
national systern of muted bipolarity, though its relative
stability is constantly threatened by the division itself.
Some form of German unity is conceivable only as a
result of major changes either within the present
international system - but then in the form of major
disruption and conflict - oi of the international system
itself - but then rvith no certainty of long-term
stability. West Germany's conclusion has been similar
to that of most other Western countries; namely, to
live and to work with the paradox which makes
acceptance of the status guo in Germany and Europe
a precondition for its eventual change. The Federal
Republic nory shares with other lVestern countries the
belief that German unity can only be achieved rvithin
the larger process of overcoming the division of
Europe."

West Germany's new course does not guarantee the
overcoming of the partition of Europe and of Germany
but it is a step in that direction.

(Continued from page 3)

If I were a Harijan I rvould no more ask for special
rights or privileges except the right to free education
and free competition. These special rights have served
their purpose and it is no more necessary to make the
Harijan our permanent "second class" citizens. What is
needed is the restoration of self respect and pride
among Harijans. We do not want a few "heroes" but
our aim should be to elevate the whole race. The aim
should be not to compel by legislation, a high caste
llindu girl to marry a Harijan boy brrt to crcate condi-
tions *'herein a lrigh caste girl, of her orvn volition,
prefcrs a Harijan boy. This is exactly what happened
in Dr. Ambedkar's case. A high caste woman asked for
his hancl. He did not go begging for it. There is no sub-
stitute for self respect, pride and dignity. After all
why should it be really important for the so-called
Harijan to be called a high caste Hindu? I would
Irtrmblv sul>mit that the Harijans should no more think
in terms of favours, rcservations of jobs, etc. Like
Dr. Ambeclkar, they should be proud, self respccting
cornnranclirrg respect ancl attention on their orvn merits.
I rept':rt, rrntorrc:ltitbilitv in Irrd'.r rvill not bc rt:mor,cd
lri lr'qislirtir,,,.,,r a,,,,r!''s((,lr\irr;r .tr {ltl lt:rr-t of srr-

calk'cl Irigh castr' peoplc brrt lx' Flnrijnns tlrcrmsclvcs.
tlrronqh tlrcir patiencr'. abilitv ancl hard u'ork. Like
tltc \i'{roc.s ttr Li.,>..\. rlrr.r i,;r, ti ili i;.,,,- i .r:;:.-- ..;, 1

:;lrtlr': "\\tt, sl,,ll clr','r'r,orrrt"'.



Russia In r 984
Milovan Djilas

fT may confidently be said the world will not be as
r George Orwell imagined it in his '1984." That world
of Orwell's rvas divided into three totalitarian empires

-Oceania, Eurasia and Eastasia. Every movement,
every moment in the lives of the citizens of these
empires rvas under the surveillance of the listening
devices and television instruments of the Thought
Police. Citizens were never certain that they would
r.rot be arvakened in the morning by the bombs of one
or another of the two other great powers- perhaps the
very one lvith which their oryn Government had been
in fraternal alliance the night before. It was a world
in rvhich the Ministry of Peace waged war, in which
the Ministry of Lovs maintained oii"t, 

"t 
d in rvhich

children who informed on their parents rvere pro-
claimed heroes. Still, this is not to say that Orwell rvas
not right.

Orwell's thought is as inexorable and precise as
Machiavelli's, while his satire is as razor-sharp and
grotesque as Swift's. By depicting a totalitarian Great
Britain in the year 1984, he, in fact, revealed the
terrible absurdity of totalitarianism itself. The cutting
edge of Orwell's satire was directed against Commun-
ist totalitarianism. However, it pierced deeper, into
the very core of modern society and man's nature. The
fact is that modern technology in itself facilitates rather
than hinders totalitarian rule unless forces in society
are found to prevent this.

The ideological unity of the Communist order,
rvhich Stalin maintained by tl're most cruel and perff-
dious means, proved to be untenable with the estab-
Iishment of several Communist states. First, it was
Iittle Yugoslavia rvhich, in 1948, rebelled against the
new imperium and thus aroused the nationalist aspira-
tions of Comrnrrnists throughout the worlcl, .while in
1963 China cmergecl as a rvorlcl Communist greitt
po\\'er and car-rsed a schism u'ithin the universal dogma.
The recent occtrpation of Czechoslovakia completed
thc transformation of Soviet Russia from a rvorld
ideological power into a rvorld imperinlist power.

Tl.re conseqlrences of these changes are numerous,
but it rvould appear that the most important are the
follorving:

( 1) \Vorld Communism no lonqer cxists as a
trnitar;' nrovcrncnt, but rathcr as a collection of
national mo\'€rnrents rvhich are bccoming e\/er n)ore
profoulcllv selxrlatecl fr" r onc anothcr in iclcologt'.

( 2 ) 'l'he relations irt .w€on tlre trvcl Conrnrunist
11l't'ltt llorVt't's-tlre 5t^'reL Lr lrr0D urrci L,i rirrir-rtr r.. 1rr.,;; -

rrarrt ri'itlr corrtllclictiorr:; u-hicli or(' no lcss-if. irrrlccd,
tllt'r' lttt' llot dt'(''tt(11" tltett tlr6sl g'lriclr r.rist lr.t*'c'ctt
citlrt'r oI tltt'rn arrcl tlre \\'cstclrr so-cirllerl cliritirlist

states. The small Comrnunist states and Communist
parties are threatened above all by these great powers.

(3) The lr{arxist-Leninist dogma has itself been
ova'taken by an incurable crisis.

(4) Crisis and doubt have gripped even the ruling
party bureaucracy.

Only by keeping in mind such realities is it possible
to picture the future of Communism in the year 1984-
a year rvhich is so distant, given our tempo of life.
Yet we must note: inasmuch as social reality is the
fmit of the creative efforts of man, it is not given to
anyone to foresee that reality with certainty. One may
speak only of developing trends.

All Communisms are-or, rather, were-identical in
their dogmatic, total exclusiveness, but each one of
thern is adapting-and foundering-in its own, so to
speak, national way. This holds tme even for Com-
munism in the Soviet IJnion, though the social shatum
which upholds it there is more steadfast and self-
conffdent than in the other East European countries.

It is therefore especially important to recognize that
it was Soviet Communism which was the first to be-
come national, under Stalin himself, by developing
the idea of the "leading rold' of the Soviet Union as
the "main force" of rvorld Communism. Soviet Com-
munism is, in fact, the merger of imperialism and tota-
Iitarianism, and it has essentially remained this to the
present day. So it will also remain in the future, for as
the ideology crumbles away, so also will the role and
power of the party apparatus as its guardian and pro-
pagator. But this does not mean that Soviet-Great
Russian imperialism will automatically wane, nor that
freer forms will develop by themselves in the Soviet
Union.

The crises of the party burealrcracy in the Soviet
Union rvill be quite differ:ent from thoie elseu'here. In
the other East Europcan countries, for example, these
crises give rise to currents of reform and national
resistance wliich rvill gain wide support in the future,
not only from the pcople, but from significant seg-
ments of the ruling parties. In the Soviet Union, on
the other hand, the thin layer of the creative intel-
Iigentsia ( tl.rc rvriters, artists, scientists ) is being
alienated, rvhile the masscs of the people are still
passive. There the crises u'ill ripen predominantly at
the top, and that l-lr' s'ay' of inclividrral leaclers as the
representativcs of various strata of the nrling party-
tlrat is, of lalioLrs ctrlrcrtts s'itlrin thc nrling partl'. Tn

.,ll il,i.;, ilii. itt.t.;l 1.,''i'i:r "i'r'l rlr''l llr,'rrrlittr,r lr;1t'ii'
is nradc rrp. not onlr' of tlrc partv apltarattts and the
passivt-- mass of rnernbers, lrut also of almost the entire
o{lic,'r- cot|s lttt,l .silrrifii rLril .'i. lirri i,t.r ol tlii' lt.'lltlitrrl
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intelligentsia. The crumbling of the ideology, rvhich is
already being revealed in the incapacity to develop
nerv ideas on old foundations, will find various ex-
pressions in each stratum of the ruling party.

In the year 1984, Marxist-Leninist ideology will be
dead in the Soviet Union, and the party will not exist,
or it will be in ruins. The party apparatus and the
secret police will be under the control of the army.
The dominant role of the militarists in public life will
be unconcealed and frankly accepted. But "revision-
ism"-that is, new democratic ideas-will spread in all
areas. Sects of "pure" Leninists, "humanistii' Marxists
and anarcho-Marxists will rise from the ruins of an
unrealized faith in an ideal society. Nor will a Com-
munism of tl-re Orthodox religion be lacking.

Most significant will be the Communists of the
degraded and subordinated nations, with their open
demands for a greater and more independent role for
their republics. The subjugated East European states
will turn into an intolerable burden for Soviet bureau-
cratic-militaristic imperialism. A tendency toward
military dictatorship will manifest itself there, too, but
it will be the opposition currents of democratic Socia-
lists and democratic nationalists that will place their
stamp on public life and on the struggle for state
independence.

This military-bureaucratic regime will be even
u'eaker than today's. The world need not feel more
threatened by it than it is by the rule of the present
party apparatus, rvhich is befuddled by the demise of
the ideology and startled by the growing role of the
army. And the ascendancy of the army will be
brought about chiefy by internal, not external, causes.
The Soviet Union is no longer capable of bringing
forth a Napoleon.

Perhaps, though not necessarily, Europe will be-
come more united, for the United States of America
will remain more powerful than the U.S.S.R., while in
the east, China will ascend, better organized and more
stubborn in its demand that N{oscorv rcturn thc terri-
tories rvhich the Russian Czirrs seizccl from its cmpirc-..

The Soviet militaristic bureaucracy rvill bc forced
to be more amenable to the West ancl to promote
economic cooperation rvith it. Without fresh ideas,
without infuence over progressive social groups, rvith-
out a base in r -operty relatrions, the militaristic bureau-
cracy can .y prolong the agony of the existing
political and imperial structure. For a military des-
potism in the Soviet Union rvill not be a ner.v orcler,
but thc continrration of thc collapsecl okl orcler. It s'ill
be tlrc last pockct of resistance in tlre crrrrnltling fortress
of the pcllitical buretitrcracr'. Tlrc pledrlnrinauctr of tlic
militrrn'burcarrctacy u'ill siqnll thc rli-ssolution of
i<lcolotiv ltrrl ilr,.'t'rttl t,l llreIrrrir rrs iir,,ir':rtlins i,',,,
iu s<-rcicty'."

Mau 1969

An Odd Meeting
After much publicity the latest conference of

European Communist states in Budapest only lasted
trvo hours. And, wonder of wonders, lvlr. Dubcek of
Czechoslovakia was in the chair. It was all very odd.

Obviously much more went on outside the confer-
ence room than in it, and the principal reason why
nothing much could be done officially was that the
Rumanians were obstructing the main measures which
the Russians had intended to press upon their
colleagues.

The Russians want more'Warsw Pact manoeuvres to
take place in the countries of Eastern Europe; and in
particular they want to be free to transport Russian
troops into and out of Rumania. There is little evid-
ence at this juncture that they actually want to con-
quer Rumania as they did Czechoslovakia seven months
ago. They are at the moment in the business of creat-
ing precedents, which may be useful hereafter.

But the Rumanians will not play: either at manoeu-
wes or at the game of condemning China for the
Ussuri incidents which the Russians also want all their
Eastern European friends to play. The Rumanians
probably quite honestly think of themselves as honest
brokers-they think that one day they will be able to
reap the glory of bringing peace between the two
Communist giants. The Russians ffnd this simply
impertinent

The only thing that actually did emerge from the
two hours of real conference was a proposal for an all-
European security conference-something tlat has
been made before and rejected in the 'West because
it rvas thought to be hypocritical. How can you talk
about regional security conferences when you are
manoeuvring troops in threatening fashion and when
you have quite recently indulged in a sinister military
exercise which was in truth no manoeuwe?

There is very reason to suppose that the Russians
rvere simply trying to save their faces when they had
this rccl herring put into the conference communique,
for thev are l>1'no meilns unaware horv much contempt
is felt in the West for their savage action last August
in suppressing freedom in Czechoslovakia.

-Suriss Press Redeu and Neus Report
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Fire Bell in the Night
G. Gerasimov, G. Kuznetsov, V. lr{orev, Novosti Press Agency,

lrtoscotv.

This is one amongst several pamphlets recently put
out by the Novosti Press Agency. It is well printed,
has several illustrations and is not priced. It is obviously
meant for free circulation.

The pamphlet is about the murder of Dr. Martin
Luther King. Incidentally, it also deals rvith many
other atrocities committed against Negro leaders in-
volved in the ftght for civil rights and racial equality.

To suit the needs of anti-American p{opaganda,
only one side, the dark side, of the picture is portrayed.
Horvever revolting that side may be, no objective
observer can disregard the other side, the progress
made in the course of the last couple of decades in
uplifting the standards of the Negroes and in securing
integration. But the Novosti Press Agency is interested
only in propaganda, propaganda that will help the
Russian cause.

That determines the charaeter of this pamphlet and
of others that are issued from time to time. One
wonders if these pamphlets are allowed to reach
ordinary Russian readers. However blatant the pro-
paganda, the pamphlets may have an upsetting effect
upon the Russian people, for sometimes they talk of
freedom and of peoples' struggles for preserving it.
Or, are they meant only for foreign consumption?

N. D.

Czechoslooakia 1968

National Academy, Delhi 6, Re. I

This is an Indiitn cclition of articlcs rvhich appearcd
in thc Iconorni,s/, London in 1968 on tl-re clevelopn-rcnt
in Czechoslovakia. It is, as stated on the blurb, a
"blorv-by-blow account of the events of 1968" publish-
ed to enable interested people "to knou' and under-
stand horv it all happened".

\\4rnt happened in Czechoslovakia early in 1968 lvas
a clemocratic revolution. It *'as peaceful and consti-
tutional becausc it rr'as spcarhcaclcd bv the ruling
C<lnrn'rrurist Partr'. Iltrt it n.as not to tlre likinq of
Russia and othcr corurnrrni.st ncighbours as thc: ruling
g-l'oui) oI tlrosc r.orrntlies fr.lt tlreir ou'r.r 1-losition
ll:i,..il l' ,1. .t:: '."'. ',,r;,.1, 1, '' lrrrl il "TI tlrl Cz,'ch
erpelirncrrt reallv qot trnclt'r rr'itr., Rrrssiir's r.rrlirrg
brrrcllrrr,rac'r' nriqlrt he su'r'pt as'av lx' the rr'inc[ of
1r'et'tlrrrr lrlorvitrq Ir'{)ru i'iu!i:{ ." -l lrrri i:; ,,,, ltv liri,rsilt.
l'ollrrrrl. lirtst (lt,r'rrrLrrr', I)rrlgriliri rrirrl Ilrrrrqlrr'l rrrlrrc'lrcrl

their armies into Czechoslovakia and tried to suppress
it by physical force.

This certainly was a rvorld-shaking event rvhich
deserves to be studied and understood in depth.
Immediately after the invasion a competent and well-
known journalist, Mr. D. B. Karnik put together in
his book The Czechoslotvk Crisrb a day-by-day story
of the invasion along with some information about its
background. The Econornist pamphlet, discussing as

it does the political implications of the developments,
will prove a useful supplement to that book.

N. D.

Books Receitsed

The following books have been received for review.

Reviews of some of them rvill appear in subsequent
issues.

L. Economic Democracy, B.A.Tarlton, published by
the Forum of Free Enterprise, Bombay.

2. The Union Budget 1969-1970, N. A. Palkhivala,
published by the Forum of Free Enterprise,
Bombay.

3. lnd.ia and. Regional Economic Cooperation, pub-
lished by the Forum of Free Enterprise, Bornbay.

4. Tlrc Commonusealth in South Asia, S. P. Aiyar,
published by Lalvani Publishing House.
Price: Rs. 30/-.

5. The Strategy of Food aruI Agriculture in India,
Edited by V. R. Mutalik Desai, published by
Lalvani Publishing House. Price: Rs. 22/50.

6. Problems of Monetarg Policy in Underdeoeloped
Countries, P. D. Haiela, pubtshed by Lalvani
Publishing House. Price: Rs. 25,/-.

The Czeehoslovak Crisis
BVENTS AND STATEN{ENTS

Editcd by

D. I}. KAI1NIK

I'rice: Rs. 5
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Parliamentary Democracy

In the course of an article Mr. P. Kodanda Rao
writes:

THE party system, particularly the trvo-party
r system, has been asserted as an axiomatic desider-
atum of parliamentary democracy. But Maurice
Duverger said in his classic, Political Parties, that
parliamentary representatives are compelled to an
obedience which transformed them into a voting
machine controlled by the leaders of the party and
therefore "parties become totalitarian."

Sir Winston Churchill said on March 26, 1955, that
the first duty of a member of parliament was to his
ou'n conscience, the second to his constituency, of
which he was a representative but not a delegate, and
the third to his political party.

An essential of democracy is the freedom of speech
and vote to the elected representative. Under the party
system, he has that freedom in meetings of his party
whose proceedings are private and whose decisions
are not binding on the poople, but if he be in a
minority in the party on any question, he is denied
freedom of speech and vote in the duly constituted
legislature rvhose proceedings are public and whose
decisions afect the people and has to vote with the
majority of his party.

In parliamentary democracy, the Government is
responsible, not to the legislature, but to its party, for
it can hold office only as long as its party continues to
retain its majority in the legislature and must demit
office the moment it loses it. In order to retain its
majority, it has often to adopt all kinds of methods,
not alrvavs honourable, at the expense of the taxpavers.
It lias to cornpel all its membcrs to vote in its support
ancl suppress freedom of speech and votc to its dis-
senting minorily. Decisions are taken in party meet-
ings and given legal publicity in the legislature. Hence,
the Parliamentary system is both undemocratic and
anti-clemocratic.

Uncler the Presidential system, there is security of
tenure to the executive and the legislature for the con-
stitutior.ral tenn, ancl, in conseqrrence, party clisciplinc
is not ricidly enfolccd in ther legislatrtre, ancl tncmbers
Iiavc considcrablc freedom of speech and vote on the
rnr.rits of each question. The Presitlcrntial svstctn is tlrrrs
It'ss lrnti-rlt'ntocratic.

Urrtlcr rlcrrroc'ratic {trr'rttlttttt oi: tlrotrglrt. r,t,'rt,l,,'t.
rvho forrn a partr', do trot thirrk rrlike olI evcl)'t1ttt:stitttt.
I)iff,,r'r'rrr','s \villriri r.ac'lr ltartv arc oftt'rr $'idc'r' tlrtn
Ircts'r'r'n partic's.

i, l' ,,, r i' (11 !rlilltrls: .\ll ftrl tlrc P,'r,lll,' lttttl rtone

for a Party: but the Party system demands: Each for
his Party and none for the Nation. Nation demands:
All for the Nation; None for a Party.

Growing Social
(Extracts from an afticle bg

Injustice
Prof . B. R. Shenog)

f TNEMPLOYMENT at the close (1955-56) of the
u First Plan was 5.3 million. ft rose to about 7
million at the close ( 1960-61) of the Second Plan.
The Third Plan (1961-62 to 1965-66) added to this
figure 2.5 million unemployed. Unemployment in
1966-67 rose, as a result, to about 10 million. Cur-
rently, unemployment is believed to be increasing
faster than in the recent past. Apparently, the expan-
sion of employment fell short of the growth of
population during this period.

Income shifts and unemployment have added to soc-
ial injustice. The shifted incomes accrue to a thin top
layer of society. The incomes shifted may well amount
to a substantial part of the annual increases in national
income; the balance left would be, therefore, Iess
than sufficient to maintain the growing numbers of
the passes at the pre-existing level of living. In a
background of overall income stagnation since 1960-
61 or, as during past three years, of a decline in per
capita income, income shifts on so large a scale must
involve considerable hardship. Tens of thousands of
already indigent families are being pushed, each year,
torvards or below the bread line.

The consequent rvidening of income contrasts is
visible to the naked eye. lVitness the faunting of
income and wealth by the ferv at weddings and other
ceremonies; the enormous increase in the ownership
of status symbols; the overcrowding of holiday resorts,
expensive hotels, restaurants, theatres and "culture"
shows; the capacity loads of air-conditioned coaches
ancl jet planes; ancl the ltrxury flats and stmctnres,
nrore espcciallt' in Neu' Delhi and the larger seaports
ancl urban centres.

Constrmption statistics confirm the grorving social
injtrstice. T'he lir.'ing standards of the Indian masses
are so Io*' that consumption of the necessaries of life
provides a dependable index of their economic con-
dition. The consumption of cotton cloth fell from 14.8
metres in 196I-62 to I3.8 metres in 1966-67; of food-
grains from 170.3 kgs. to 146.6 kgs; of eclible oils from
4.2 kgs. to 3.4 kas; and of susar from 5.7 kgs. to 5.1
kes. In 1965-66, taking 1954-55 as the base year
(rvlrc'n IIrt rrcrv polic'r. nl(]iisllres grrthcrccl momcnhlm),
tht' reqislnrtion of rnotorc'ars rose 2.2 tinres; the con-
srrrrrtrii,,rr ol ,rli lirlrli,. ''..\ lirirt s; ,,i lt'1i'iqcr-ttttlrs ll.7
Iirrrt's; irrrd oI rrii-c'trrrclitioncrs 2.1 tinrc:;. Tltcsc httcr'
rtlrrrrrroclitir.s cntcl irrlo tlrc corrsrrrlrl-rtion of thc rrppcr-
ittcortrtr {lr)ul).j itrrt[ ilrt-' trt't ottil tlre rcacit of tircl

.4
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Democracy ir a Government of the people.

by the people, for the people. True. But

It can find fulfilment only it cirizens have

a right to own property, to produce and

consume goods and services desired by

them wirhin reasonable regulations by the

State. Democracy can trncl tutfilrnent only

Ioir the Fontnt <.tf Frcc Entcrprisc. tt

on free enterprise and to stintulatc
booklets and leaflets, issuccl bg it
economic problems.

Write for partiuiars (state. u:lrctltcr

if the lnitiarive and enterprise of the

pcople. whether in agrlculture. business,

industry or the prolessions, are allowed

to flourish. A democracy can -ork onf
if you, an lntelligent cltizen. understand

the economic issues and help to formulate

public opini<;n

trort-ltolitical organisatiorr, to educate public opinion
public thinking on cconontic issues. You will find
eoery month, halltful in understand,ing cunent

l[enltcritip or Stuclent Assocideship):

FRFE ffiF.$TERPRISE
N. tlcr'..i, Pcsi iSox -iii-A, Bonrbay-1, (bi1).

t.l

FGMTFM €'tr
Soirrib l'1ousc, Dr'. D,
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With Many Voices
Moans round with ma,ry voices. come, ;Iii"l"atf
'Tis not too late to seeli a newer *orrd,"_r"nn'ron.

The Americans are bastards, but honest bastards. Anything th-at the British call a problem is peanuts
The Russians are liars and traitors compared with what Calcutta kndws.

-Chen Yi quoted in The Economist, March 8. -Geofirey Moorhouse, GuardianWeekly, April 10.

I have witnessed a ffrm determination of the people
to rise against the Centre whenever any occasion will
demand.

-J_atin Chakrabarty, Minister for parliamentary
Affairs, West Bengal, Econontic Times, April Ii.

. Fory long- can -this sort of political bufioonery. arid
infantilism, fraught as they are with the gravest con-
sequ,ences not only to West Bengal but to India as a
whole, be allowed to go on?

-The Indian Express, April Il.
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If East Pakistan goes Communist, declared itself
independent, Red China could end up with a satellite
south of the Himalayas.

-U.5. Neus & World Report, March 31.

It rvas the genius of India to fragment and it was
no use opposing the vivisection of States.

-Acharya J. B. Kripalani, Times of India, April 2.

The Mao tse-Tung **"rds the countries of
the socialist community as the main obstacle to the
achievement of its hegemonistic aims in the inter-
national arena.

-Contntunist, through Tass.

In dictatorial regimes the beginning may seem easy.
Yet tragedy waits at the end, inescapably.

-Greek poet and diplomat, Georgos S. Seperiades,
Time, Apil 4.

dividing line is Statism as against freeilom.

-C. Rajagopalachari, Swaraiya, April 12.

The

tr{ussolini and Hitler; Stalin and Mao; Nkrumah and
Sukarno; Batista, Trujillo, Duvalier, peron, Castro.
When before in human history could a man of forly-
say that he had Iivecl contemporarily rvith such a
galaxy of tyrants?

-The Economisf, April 12.
No longer can the Congress boast that it is indispens-

able for rugning the country.r 
-Sputnik, Ecorwrnic Times, April 7.

The C.P.L rvill jump on Mrs. Gandhit bandwagon.
-G. S. Bhargava, The Citizen, April 12.

It is not the want of porver at the Centre, but the
failure to exercise ffrmly and in time such power as
it has, that led to many difficult situations.

-M. C. Setalvad, former Attorney-General,
Tintes of India, April lB.

. Getting neu' lavatory seats fittccl in t,our factory- can
be more revolutionarl'than u'irving recl flags outsicie thc
tactory gates.

--Ilans LoeIllcr, Stul.antuut, April 15,

WIrcn thc llurne of cliscontcnt is lit. tlie perople u,ill
stop at nothing.

The essence of democracy does not consist in con-
ceding every demand that the people raise from time
to time.

-Janata, April 13.
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To the Editor,
Fnreoolr Frnsr,
C/o Democratic Research Service.
127, Mahatma Gandhi Road,
Bombay l.
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